. C,if& of Rockville -
MEMORANDUM
November 1, ZOiO
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: David B. Levy, Chief of Long Range Planning,&<

Manisha Tewari, Planner

THROUGH: Susan Swift, Director, CPDS %

SUBJECT:  Montgomery County Public Schools FY 2012 Capital Budget and the FY
2013-2017 Capital Improvement Programs
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Background

Each year, the Board of Education adopts a Capital Budget and a Six-Year Capital
Improvements Program (CIP). The Capital Budget is adopted for the upcoming fiscal
year 2012, which begins on July 1,2011 and ends June 30, 2012. In accordance with
Montgomery County charter, the County Council conducts a full review of the six-year
CIP in odd numbered fiscal years, and only considers amendments to the adopted CIP in
even-numbered fiscal years. The CIP provides the recommended appropriation authority
for funds needed to implement CIP projects during FY 2012 as well as proposed
amendments to the Adopted FY 2011-2016 CIP.

The Board released the Superintendent’s recommended FY 2012 Capital Budget on
Thursday, October 28, 2010. The Montgomery County Board of Education will hold .
Public Hearings on Wednesday November 10, and Thursday November 11, 2010. The
public hearing process is an opportunity for the City and other stakeholders to comment
on the proposal and advocate on behalf of Rockville children. This memorandum
provides a summary of the improvements proposed for schools attended by Rockville
children as their neighborhood school, whether the school is w1th1n or outside of City
boundaries. -

The proposed Capital Budget acknowledges that for the 2010-2011 school year, MCPS
experienced the third straight year of significant enrollment increases. The preliminary
September 30, 2010 enrollment of 144,458 is 2,681 more than last years enrollment of
141,777. Since 2007-2008, enrollment has increased by 6,713 students as a result of
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increases in births within the county, movement into the system of students from
nonpublic schools, and a significant reduction in the number of households moving out of
Montgomery County. Over the next six years, enrollment is expected to increase by
10,000 students. The superintendent also acknowledges that the Richard Montgomery
Cluster in Rockville is experiencing significant enrollment growth, especially at the
elementary schools, and will require additional capacity at several cluster schools to
accommodate the existing and projected student enrollment. It also acknowledges that
these elementary schools will feed into Julius West MS, and proposes a facility study to

- prepare for the expected increase. '

Content of the Proposed Capital Budget

The CIP covers three principal types of projects: Additions, Modernizations and
Countywide projects. ‘

1. Additions

Additions include construction projects to increase classroom capacity at a school, new
schools, magnet school improvements and certain interior or administrative
modifications. MCPS Schools proposed for additions include:

Richard Montgomery Cluster
Potential new ES #5
A feasibility study for a new elementary school is proposed in the Richard Montgomery
cluster at the site of the former Hungerford Park Elementary School located at 332 W.
Edmonston Ave in the City of Rockville.

Beall ES, Ritchie Park ES, Twinbrook ES. and Julius West MS: Projections indicate
enrollment will exceed capacity in the elementary schools by more than four classrooms
throughout the six-year planning period. An FY2011 appropriation was approved for
facility planning funds to determine the feasibility, scope and cost for classroom
additions. If an addition is recommended as a part of comprehensive plan for elementary
capacity in the cluster, the date for completion of this addition will be recommended in
the FY 2013-2018 CIP in fall of 2011. Julius West will also be studied during this school
year to determined needs related to projected high enrollment.

2. Modernizations

MCPS periodically renovates schools in order to update aging facilities and to provide
equitable learning environments across the county. Due to significant changes in
educational approaches and building codes, most of the recent modernizations are more
aptly characterized as replacements: new buildings constructed to replace the existing
facility rather than to upgrade it.

Neighborhood schools attended by Rockville children where modernizations are
proposed include:
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Gaithersburg Cluster
Gaithersburg HS (Not in Rockville, but attended by Rockville ch1ldren)

A replacement facility is scheduled for this school. An FY 2012 appropriation is
recommended to begin the construction of the replacement school. The scheduled
completion date for the modernization of the facility is August 2013 with site work
scheduled for completionin August 2014.

Walter Johnson Cluster

Farmland ES (Not in Rockville, but attended by Rockville children)

A modernization project is scheduled for this school with a completion date of August
2011. AnFY 2010 appropriation was approved for construction funds to begin the
construction of the modernization. The school is currently located at the North Lake

- Holding Facility.

Tilden MS (Not in Rockville, but attended by Rockville children)

A modernization is currently scheduled for completion in 2017. The plan is to renovate
the current Tilden Holding Facility, to be used as Tilden Middle School. The Tilden
Children are currently housed at the former Woodward HS facility on Old Georgetown
Road which will be used in the future as a High School holding facility.

Rockville Cluster

Maryvale ES Modernization .
A modernization project is scheduled for this school with a completion date of January
2018. FY 2013 expenditures are programmed for facility planning funds to conduct a
feasibility study to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost of the modernization project.

Wootton Cluster :

Wootton HS Modermization

A modernization project is scheduled for this school with completion by August 2018.
FY 2014 expenditures are programmed for facility planning funds to determine the scope
and the cost of the modernization, the feasibility study will occur one year prior to the
des1gn in order for the latest code information, program requirements, and enrollment
projections to be incorporated in the design.

Special Education Centers

Car] Sandburg Center »

The Carl Sandburg learning center was previously scheduled for modernization in the
Amended FY 2007-2012 CIP, because the program is in need of an up-to date facility to
support the level of services that the students at this center receive. Discussions are
ongoing at MCPS for the possibility of collocating the Carl Sandburg learning Center on

the Maryvale ES campus.

3. Countywide projects.
The third category of projects is countywide projects. Examples of these projects 1nclude
HVAC Replacements, Roof Replacements, and Restroom Renovations. Restroom
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Renovations are approved for schools in the City, which include Beall ES, Ritchie Park
ES, Twinbrook ES, Julius West MS, and Meadow Hall ES.

Next Steps

Based on the direction provided by the-Council, staff can draft a letter that will serve as
the City of Rockville’s testimony to the'CIP during the Public Hearings and forwarded to
County Executive Isiah Leggett for consideration as part of the County’s Capital Budget
to be released in January 2011.

- Attachments: :
Attachment A:Letter from Dr. Jerry Weast, Superintendent of Schools, to the Board of
Education, as introduction to the 2012 Capital Budget and Amendments to the FY 2011-

2016 CIP

Attachment A

Attachment B: Sections of the Superintendent’s proposal for the five clusters attended by

Rockville children as their neighborhood schools, with summary tables.

Attachment C: Press Release from MCPS, 10/27/10
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@MCPSA MONTGOMERY COUNTY PUBLIC SCHOOLS.

www.montgomeryschoolsmd.org " MARYLAN D

October 28, 2010

Mrs Patncla B. O'Neill, Pres1dent Montgomery County Board of Educatlon
Members of the Montgomery Cowity Board of Education'

850 Hungerford Drive, Room 123"

Rockville, Maryland 20850

Dear Mrs O Neill and: Members of the Board of Education:

Lam submlttmg for your- con51deratlon -and adoption the Superintendent’s Recommended FY
2012- Capital ‘Budget .and Amendments o the FY 2011-2016 Capital Improvements. Program
(CIP). 'This amended six-year -plan includes the expenditure requests for FY 2012-2016 and
provides the recommended FY 2012 Capital Budget funding appropriation authority needed to
implement ‘the CIP-during the fiscal year that begins July 1, 2011, and ends June 30, 2012.
Fiscal Year (FY) 2012 is-the second year of the biennial CIP review process In accordance
with the Montgomery County charter, all CIP projects are considered in odd-numbered
fiscal years.-In even-numbered fiscal years, only projects with expenditure or appropriation-
changes needed in the: second year of the adopted six-year CIP are cons1dered for amendments to

the CIP.

In keeping with the: spirit.of'the biennial process, as well as consideration of the significant six~
year -expenditure plan approved by the Cowity Council in May 2010, my recommendation
includes: only an additional $8.64 million-more than the adopted CIP. The County Council-
adopted FY 2011 Capital Budget and FY-2011-2016 -CIP totals $1.386 billion for the six-year

.period, an increase of $111.5 million over the previously approved CIP. The adopted -CIP
includes funding for the planning and construction of eight new elementary school addition
projects, -as well as an addition at one high school and-funding for a new elementary school and
middle school. The adopted CIP maintains the corupletion dates of all modernization projects as
requested by:the Board of Education and alse provides funding for countywide systemic projects
to maintain aging infrastructure and address the backlog of projects, especially Heating,
Ventilation, and .Air Conditioning (HVAC) replaeement projects, which directly affect students,
teachers, and administrators each school day

My recommended a.mendments to the adopted FY 20112016 CIP are for the following three
existing countywide projects: $6.52 -million for HVAC replacement; $394,000 for Indoor Air
Quality; and $948,000 for Planned Life-cycle Asset Replacement. My recommended
amendments will reinstate funds that were removed by the County Council in the adopted CIP.
Adso, I am recommending an amendment for ene new project to address requirements
established by the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission regarding maintenance and
upgrades to the existing grease removal devices located in Montgomery County Public Schools’
(MCPS) kitchen facilities at all of our schools throughout the county.

Office of the Superintendent of Schools
850 Hungerford Drive, Room 122 ¢ Rockville, Maryland 20850 ¢ 301-279-3381

Attachment A
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Mrs. O°’Neill, President

. Members of the Board of Education 2 October 28,2010

For the 2010-2011 school year, MCPS experienced the third straight year of significant
enrollment increases. The preliminary September 30, 2010, enrollment of 144,458 is 2,681 more
students than last year’s enrollment of 141,777. Since 2007-2008, MCPS enroliment has
increased by 6,713 students, a figure greater than the total enrollment of many of our school
clusters. Enrollment growth is the result of increases in county resident births, movement into
the system of students from nonpublic schools, and a significant reduction in the number of
households—and therefore, students—moving out of Montgomery County.

MCPS total enrollment is projected to grow by more than 10,000 students by the 2016-2017 '

school year. The greatest enrollment growth is expected to occur at the elementary school level,
where currently 90 percent of our 416 relocatable classrooms are in use. Substantial increases in

" middle school and high school enrollments soon will follow. By grade level, enrollment by the

2016-2017 school year is projected to increase by 5,600 students in Grades K-5, 4,000 students
in Grades 6-8, and 600 students in Grades 9—12. The enrollment growth that has occurred—and
will continue for the foreseeable future—underscores the importance of our CIP program to
accommodate the rapid influx of students, as well as address our aging infrastructure.

Funding for the CIP continues to be a complex issue. Local funding sources such as County
General Obligation bonds, current revenue, the county Recordation Tax, and the School Impact
Tax are utilized in conjunction with state aid to fund the CIP. For FY 2012, the state aid request
is $163.7 million. It is crucial that MCPS receives a minimum of $40 million, which is the
amount assumed by the County Council in the adopted CIP. We need to continue to make a
compelling case to our state leaders to provide Montgomery County with its fair share of state
construction funds. If sufficient state aid is not allocated to MCPS for our capital projects, it will be
the county’s responsibility to provide the additional funds,.or project schedules will have to be
delayed. '

Feasibility and capacity studies for new schools and additions to existing facilities were
conducted this spring to address overutilization. One cluster, the Bethesda-Chevy Chase
Cluster, continues to experience significant enrollment growth. Additional capacity will be
needed in several cluster schools to accommodate the existing and projected student enrollment.
Therefore, this spring, the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster Roundtable Discussion Group was
formed and charged with identifying issues concerning the facility needs and articulation patterns
of Bethesda, Chevy Chase, North Chevy Chase, and Rosemary Hills elementary schools. Three
representatives from each of the aforementioned schools, as well as two representatives from
Westland Middle School and a cluster coordinator, served on the Bethesda-Chevy Chase
Roundtable Discussion Group. The role of the representatives was to develop approaches that
addressed issues concerning the facility needs and articulation patterns for the participating
schools. The Bethesda-Chevy Chase Roundtable Discussion Group also served in an advisory
role to assist in the development of my recommendation to the Board of Education.

Attachment A
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Mrs. O’Neill, President
Members of the Board of Education 3 October 28, 2010

I commend the work of the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Roundtable Discussion Group and
understand that the.i issues rega.rdmg articulation patterns and overutlhzatxon of. schools in the
Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster were very complex. After careful consideration of the Bethesda-

Cheyy. Chase.Roundtable Discussion Group,Report, as well as roundtable member analyses of.

approaches, Parent Teacher Association (PTA). position. papers,.and community input, I am
prepared to make the following recommendations. for the Bethesda:Chevy Chase Cluster:

Iwrecommend a 51te selectlon commrftee be formed in winter 2011 to 1dent1fy a location

. for:a new middle school in the Bethesda-Chevy: Chase-Cluster, ’

o I.recommend that once the site selection process is complete, a- facﬂlty advisory
committee be formed in spring. 2011 to. conduct a feasibility study for the new middle
school.

I recommend Grade 6 students at Chevy Chase and North Chevy Chase clementary

schools be reassigned to-the middle school level as soon as a new middle school can be

opened in the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster.

Once the site selectlon and feasibility studles are complete, all necessary mformatxon will be
available to make a recommendation in October 2011 as part of the FY 2013-2018 CIP for
planning and construction funds for 2 new-middle school. A completion date for the new school
and timeline for the reérganization of Chevy Chase and North Chevy Chase elementary schools
also will be recommended in October 2011 as part of the FY 2013-2018 CIP.

Another cluster expenencmg‘-sxgmﬁcant enrollment growth, especially at the elementary school
level, is the Richard ‘Montgomery-Cluster. Similar to the Bethesda-Chevy Chase Cluster, the
Richard ‘Montgomery Clusterwill require additional’ capacity at'several cluster schools ‘to
accommodate the existing and projected student enrollment. A feasibility study for an addition
at Ritchie Park Elementary School was conducted in the 20092010 school year. Also, capacity
studies at Twinbrook and Beall elementary schools currenily are under way. After careful
review of the projected enrollment for several of the elementary schools in this cluster, a new
elementary school will be needed to address the significant overutilization.

Therefore, I am recommending a feasibility study be conducted for a new elementary school in
the Richard Montgomery Cluster at the site of the former Hungerford Park Elementary School.
Once the feasibility study is complete, planning and construction funds can be recommended in
fall 2011, as part of the FY 20132018 CIP. There are two other elementary school sites located
in the Richard Montgomery Cluster—one in the King Farm community and the other in the
Fallsgrove community. - These school sites are located in the northern outer edges of the cluster
in contrast to the Hungerford Park location, which is located centrally in the cluster. I believe
that a central location is vital to address overutilization for all schools in the clustet, as well as to
develop future school' boundaries to help minimize transpox’cation time and travel distances for
students. In addition to the new elementary school in the Richard Montgomery Cluster, one or
more classroom additions at Beall, Ritchie Park, or Twinbrook elementary schools may be
required. Therefore, once all of the feasibility studies are complete for the elementary schools

Attachment A

A-7




Mrs. O’Neill, President
Members of the Board of Education 4 October 28, 2010

noted above, a comprehensive plan to address the overutilization in the Richard Montgomery
Cluster elementary schools will be developed in fall 2011 as part of the FY 2013-2018 CIP.

Although College Gardens Elementary School, located in the Richard Montgomery Cluster, is
overutilized, an addition at this elementary school is not feasible since it was built to its core
capacity of 740 students when it was modernized in 2008. To address overutilization at College
Gardens Elementary School, I am recommending that the Chinese Immersion Program, currently
located at this school, be relocated to the new elementary school when it opens. By relocating the
program to the new school, approximately 150 students would be reassigned out of College
Gardens Elementary School, alleviating most of the projected capacity deficit. The new school
will continue to provide the students in the Chinese Immersion Program with a centralized
location in the county, as well as a new facility.

Enrollment growth in the Richard Montgomery Cluster also is evident at the middle school level.
Julius West Middle School is projected to exceed its capacity by more than 300 students by the
end of the six-year planning period. Therefore, I am recommending that a study be conducted to
determine the feasibility, scope, and cost of an addition at this school.

In the upcounty region, projections indicate enrollment at Spark M. Matsunaga Elementary
School will continue to exceed capacity for the foreseeable future. Also, enrollment at Great
Seneca Creek Elementary School will exceed its capacity throughout the six-year CIP planning
period. In order to address the overutilization at these two schools, capacity studies were
approved as part of the FY 2011-2016 CIP. The capacity studies were to identify the scope and
cost either to rebuild Germantown Elementary School to accommodate students from Spark M.
Matsunaga Elementary School and construct a classroom addition to Great Seneca Creek
Elementary School, or to build a new elementary school in the Northwest Cluster to
accommodate students from Great Seneca Creek and Spark M. Matsunaga elementary schools.
The capacity study to rebuild Germantown Elementary School was completed in the fall of 2010.

In order to identify a site for a new Northwest Cluster elementary school, I am recommending
that a site selection committee be formed and the site selection process begin in winter 2010.
Following identification of a suitable site, a capacity study will be conducted in spring 2011 to
determine the scope and cost of a new elementary school on the selected site. Upon completion
of both capacity studies, a recommendation to relieve the overutilization at Spark M. Matsunaga
and Great Seneca Creek elementary schools will be considered as part of the FY 2013-2018 CIP.

Additionally, at the November 19, 2009 meeting of the Board of Education, the Board adopted a
resolution requesting that I convene a roundtable discussion group to review low enrollment
levels at Monocacy and Poolesville elementary schools, as well as John Poole Middle School,
and to develop approaches to address this issue. Therefore, the Poolesville-Monocacy
Roundtable Discussion Group was formed and the process to review enrollment concerns was
conducted beginning on March 15, 2010, through May 24, 2010. The Report of the Poolesville—
Monocacy Roundtable Discussion Group was completed on.June 16, 2010, and was transmitted

Attachment A
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. Mrs. O’Neill, President , L .
Members.of the.Board of Education , 5 , . October 28,2010

to.me and the members of the Board of Education at that time. After. consideration.of valious

factors, -especially the projected enrollment.growth .of Poolesville Elementary School, .1, am

recommending that Monocacy Elementary School remain an operating school for.the foreseeable
. future, '

I continue to be concerned about the low enrollment levels at Monocacy Elementary School and
have reviewed the Poolesville-Monocacy Roundtable Discussion Group’s suggestions for
program enhancements to increase enrollment.-Unfortunately, the suggested approaches would
require transporting students to Monocacy Elementary School from communities that are much
closer to their assigned schools and where, in many cases, comparable programs alréady are
available. Also, the cost of transporting students long distances compounds the cost of operating
a new program at Monocacy Elementary School. Therefore, I am not recommending that any
special or magnet-type programs be offered at Monocacy Elementary School. However, I am
recommending that students at any grade level - who reside in the Poolesville Elementary School
service area be given the option to attend Monocacy Elementary School, thus creating the
possibility of some additional enrollment for Monocacy Elementary School. With respect to
John Poole Middle School, since Poolesville Elementary School is projected to increase in
enrollment and new housing is under way.in the Town of Poolesville, some increases in middle
school enrollment can be expected in the long-term and, therefore, I am not recommending any
changes for John Poole Middle School.

Finally, my recommended CIP includes one new boundary study to create the service area for the
new Downcounty Consortium Elementary School #29 (McKenney Hills site), which is scheduled
to open in August 2012. The scope of the boundary study includes the Oakland Terrace and
Woodlin elementary school service areas. Representatives from Qakland Terrace and Woodlin
elementary schools will participate in the boundary advisory committee. The boundary study
will be conducted in spring 2011 with action by the Board of Education scheduled for November

2011.

On November 4, 2010, the Board of Education is scheduled to hold a work session to discuss
the CIP recommendations. Public hearings on the Superintendent’s Recommended FY 2012
Capital Budget and Amendments to the FY 2011-2016 Capital Improvements Program are
scheduled for November 10 and 11, 2010, and the Board of Education will take final action on
these items on November 18, 2010. The County Council will schedule a work/action session in
late November 2010 to discuss the portion of the FY 2012 Capital Budget request that relates to
state funding.

The county executive will publish his CIP recommendations for all county agencies by mid-
January 2011 for County Council discussion and action. The County Council will hold a hearing
in early February 2011, will conduct work sessions in March and April 2011, and will adopt the
FY 2012 Capital Budget and Amendments to the FY.2011-2016 CIP in late May 2011.

Attachment A
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Mrs. O’Neill, President
Members of the Board of Education 6 October 28, 2010

I look forward to working with you—along with parents, community members, and business
leaders—to secure the necessary funding and support for the improvement of public school .
facilities in Montgomery County.

Respectfully,

)N et

Jerry D. Weast, Ed.D.
Superintendent of Schools

JDW:ak
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, Gaithersburg HS Cluster
j Actual and Projected Enrollment, FY2011-2012 CIP

M Actual 10-11| 11-12| 12-13] 13-14| 14-15| 15-16| 16-17| 2020| 2025 CIP
2 |Gaithershurg HS Program Capacity - 1974| 1974| 1974| 2284| 2284| 2284| 2284| 2284| 2284 |FY 2012 appropriation is recommended for
" m Enroliment _2029] 2099| 2170| 2155| 2122| 2117| 2163| 2200( 2200|funds to begin replacement o
o Available Space (55)| (125)| (196)| 129 | 162 | 167 | 121 84 84 |school, with scheduled completion in 2014.
M % Enrollment/Capacity 103%| 106%| 110%| 94%| 93%| 93%| 95%| 96%| 96% _ |
Forest Oak MS Program Capacity 873| 873| 873| 873| 873| 873 873} 873| 873
Enroliment : 855| 833| 825/ 860| 881| 902| 914] 900/ 900
Available Space 18 40 48 13 (8)] (29)| 4N @270 (27)
% Enrollment/Capacity 98%| 95%| 95%| 99%]| 101%| 103%| 105%| 103%| 103%

A Rosemont ES Program Capacity . 621| 621] 621| 621 621| 621] 621] NA| N/A
Enroliment 489|° 520 b537| 546 562| 564| 573] N/A| N/A
Available Space 1382 ] 101 84 75 59 57 48 | N/A| N/A

% Enrollment/Capacity 79%| 84%!| 86%| 88%| 90%| 91%| 92%| N/A] N/A
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Gaithersburg HS Cluster
Actual and Projected Enrollment, FY2011-2012 CIP

. | S

Shaded rows do not serve Rockville children as neighborhood schools
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GAITHERSBURG CLUSTER

Attachment A

CLUSTER PLANNING ISSUES

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Planning Issue: The Shady Grove Sector Plan will increase Date of
housing around the Shady Grove METRO station. Mostof the *|  |School Project Project Status* | Completion
new development is located within the Gaithersburg Cluster. Galthersburg HS |Modernization |Approved Aug. 2013
Site work Approved Aug. 2014
SCHOOLS Wellness Approved Aug. 2013
) Center

Gaithersburg High School , .
Capital Project: A replacement facility is scheduled for this Gatthersburg MS fe‘tm‘;!“ Approved SY 2010-2011
school. An FY 2012 appropriation is recommended for con- - crnoverions
struction funds to begin the construction of the replacement Laytonsille ES | Restroom Approved SY 2015-2016
school. The scheduled completion date for the modernization renovations
of the facility is August 2013 with site work scheduled for Strawberry Knoll | Classroom Proposed TBD
completion in August 2014. In order for this modernization ES Addition

. to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must Summit Hall ES | Classroom Proposed T8D
be provided at the levels recommended in this CIP. addition

Capital Project: The Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) Capital Budget includes planning funds for

"the architectural design of a School-based Wellness Center at
this school. The design and construction of the Wellness Center,
will be included as part of the replacement facility.

2016 CIP.

Amended FY 2011-2016 CIP.
Gaithersburg Middle School

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 20102011 school year.

Laytonsville Elementary School
Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
schoal for completion in the 2015-2016 school year.

Strawberry Knoll Elementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Strawberry
Knoll Elementary School will exceed capacity by four classrooms
or more by the end of the six-year period. An FY 2012 appro-
priation is recommended for facility planning to determine the
feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom addi-

*“Approved—~Project has an FY 2011 appropriation approved in the FY 2011-

Programmed—Project has expenditures programmed in a future year of the
CIP for planning and/or construction funds.

Proposed—Project has facility planning funds approved or recommended in
the FY 20112016 CIP for a teasibility study.

Recommended—Project has an FY 2012 appropriation recommended in the

tion. A date for the addition will be considered
in a future CIP. Relocatable classrooms will be

Gaithersburg Cluster

School Utilizations

utilized until additional capacity can be added.

Summit Hall Elementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment
at Summit Hall Elementary School will exceed
capacity by four classrooms or more by the end
of the six-year period. An FY 2012 appropriation
is recommended for facility planning to determine
the feasibility, scope, and cost fora classroom ad-
dition. A date for the addition will be considered
in a future CIP. Relocatable classrooms will be
‘utilized until additional capacity can be added.

ACTUAL ik

s ERERS

il

I Elementary Schools

Qe iy bt
Middle Schools

B ions

Note: Percent a3 total
Projected capacity factors in capital projects.

of schaols divided by total capacity.
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i[sehools SRR T R o s . BT
Gaithersburg HS ) ‘ogram Capacity 1974, 1 1 1974 2284 | 2284
2170 ) 2155 - | - 2'122 2117

) Enrollment - 2029
. |Avallable Space:. : . ]

129;

‘JProgram Capacity
Enroliment |
o i “#| Available Space

JForest Oak M3

" Yenrollment
Available Space

Gaithersburg MS -

Gaithersburg kS — JC3R |Program Capacity | = 647
Enroliment 597
Available Space

Co '

Program Capacity
Enroliment 590 578 575 581 576 590 591
|Avalable Space’

rranEs

Goshen ES

15

5 S 5
Pragram Capacity
‘|Enrallment

Available Space
17 ERTS

Laytonsville ES

Program Capacity
Enrollment 489 520 537 546 . 562 564 573

{Available Space

Rosemont ES .|CSR

Strawberry Knoll ES CSR |Program Capacity
S . Enroliment
Available Space

Program Capacit); .
Enroliment )
Avallable Space (90) (102) (128) (145)
SRR

B oL
xe“%z‘@

) : oy
Washington Grove ES CSR {Program Capacity | 628 628 628 628 | 628

Surnmit Hall ES CSR

CTluster Information HY Utllization T03% | 106% | 110% | 94% 93% 53% 5% 96% | 06% |
HS Enroliment 2029 2099 2170 | 2155 2122 2117 2183 2200 2200

MS_Utilization 85% 82% 84% 87% 9% 95% 99% 97% 7% |
MS Enroliment 1520 1480 1507 1555 1639 1706 1778 1750 1750
ES Utilization 93% 97% 100% | 102% | 104% | 105% | 106% | 106% | 106%
ES Enrollment 3587 3753 3855 3946 3998 4047 4068 4100 4100
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GAITHERSBURG CLUSTER

Attachment A

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

El al

37

ch e aces: % . ) SOL
Gaithersburg HS 2.4% 27.2% 9.3% " 37.0% 23.7% 32.4% 10.9% 13.3%
Forest Oak MS 855 4.4% 24.0% 11.3% 39.2% 20.8% 46.6% 7.1% 15.6%
Gaithersburg MS 665 5.6% 24.7% 8.3% 31.1% 30.1% 33.4% 4.0% 15.1%
Gaithersburg ES 597 2.0% 23.8% 5.5% 58.0% 10.4% 68.0% 40.1% 26.0%
Goshen ES 590 6.1% 26.6% 11.5% 24.1% 31.4% 32.7% 23.9% 15.8%
Laytonsville ES 463 5.0% 9.9% 9.7% 10.2% 64.8% 13.6% 4.7% 12.1%
Rosemont ES 489 4.9% 22.5% 10.6% 46.0% 15.1% 56.7% 32.3% 26.9%
Strawberry Knoll ES 550 3.6% 32.5% 13.6% 32.4% 17.3% 41.7% 23.0% 14.9%
Summit Hall ES 529 3.8% 24.8% 2.8% 64.1% 3.8% 80.7% 51.2% 27.9%
Washington Grove ES 369 4.9% 17.9% 11.4% 50.7% 14.4% 65.6% 56.9% 12.5%
Elementary Cluster Total 3587 4.3% 23.2% 9.2% 40.8% 22.0% 50.5% 32.1% 19.7%
; b 26.8% 3496 : 7 '

*Percent a'f students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).

**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School students are served in regional ESOL centers.

**\obility Rate is the number of entries plus witharawals during the 2009-2010 school year compared to total enroliment.
Native Hawaiian/Padific Islander and American Indian/Alaskan Native categories total less than 19 and were therefore excluded from the table.

Program Capacity and Room Use Table
(School Year 2010-2011)
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Gaithersburg HS 9-12 | 1974|104 71 62
Forest Oak MS 6-~8 873 | 45 37 1
Gaithersburg MS 68 1924 49 39 1 2] 4
Gaithersburg ES pre-K-5 | 647 | 40 | 5 13(1 1 6 1 3
Goshen ES K-5 |619[ 34 [6 22 4 1 1
Laytonsville ES K-5 |[465]| 27 | 4 16 3 1 3
Rosemont ES pre-K=5| 621 | 36 | 3 14| 9 1 5 1 3
Strawberry Knoll ES HS-5 | 451 32 |5 31101 115 1 2
Summit Hall ES HS-5 |.439]| 28 | 5 6|9 111]5 1
Washington Grove ES HS-5 | 628 | 34 | 4 17| 7 1({113 1
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Facnhty Charactenstlcs of Schools 201 0—2011

Galthersburg HS 323, 476 . Yes

Forest Oak MS 1999 132,259 . i Yes
Gaithersburg MS 1960 1988 157,694 . Yes
Gaithersburg ES 1947 94,468 . TBD Yes 1 Yes
Goshen ES 1988 76,740 1

Laytonsville ES 1951 1989 64,160 1

Rosemont ES 1965 1995 88,764 . ] Yes 1 Yes
Strawberry Knoll ES 1988 78,723 10.8 " Yes 4

Summit Hall ES 1971 68,059 10.2 Yes T8BD 7 Yes
Washington Grove ES 1956 1984 86,266 10.7 TBD Yes

*Schools with a date before 7986 underwent a renovation, not a full modernization of the facility. Schools that were reopened but not fully
modemnized or completely rebuilt, will be included in the assessments for future modernization based on the year the school was originally
opened. See Appendix K for additional information.

**Private child care is provided at the school during the school day.

*** Tl=Linkages to Leaming. SBHC=School-based Health Center that includes Linkages to Learning.
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Attachment A

Walter Johnson HS Cluster
Actual and Projected Enroliment, FY2011-12

Actual 10-11| 11-12| 12-13| 13-14| 14-15| 15-16| 16-17| 2020| 2025 CIP
Walter Johnson HS |Program Capacity 2153| 2193| 2234| 2274| 2274| 2274| 2274| 2274| 2274 )
_ Enrollment 2159| 2220{ 2251| 2272| 2266| 2278| 2242| 2300, 2300
Available Space ®| @) | 2 8| @ 32| 26) (26)
% Enrollment/Capacity 100%{ 101%| 101%| 100%| 100%| 100%| 99%| 101%| 101%

S ~ :

Tilden MS Program Capacity 084| 984| 984 984| 984| 0984| 0984| 0984| 984|Modernization scheduled for
(Serves Rockville Enrollment . 743| 747| 729 720| 748| 815! 910! 950/ 950|completionin 2017. Renovate current
children from Available Space 241 | 237 | 255 | 264 | 236 | 189 74 34 34 |Tilden Holding Facility to house Tilden
Farmland ES) % Enrollment/Capacity 76%| 76%| 74%| 73%| 76%| 83%| 92%| 97%| 97%]|“S: based on FY2013 study.

Sy e

i

|
Farmland ES Program Capacity 617 728| 728| 728 728| 728| 728|. N/A| N/A|Modemization to be completed in
Enroliment 577 602| 618| .643| 646 650! 661| N/A| N/A|August 2011. School currently located
Available Space 40! 126] 110 85 82 78 67| N/A|l N/Alat North Lake Holding Facility.
% Enrollment/Capacity 94%| 83%| 85%| 88%| 89%, 89%| 91%| N/A| N/A o

Shaded rows do not serve Rockville children as neighborhood schools
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WALTER JOHNSON CLUSTER

SCHOOLS
Tilden Middle School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled
for this school with a completion date of August 2017. The
school is currently located in the Woodward facility on Old
Georgetown Road. With the reopening of Northwood High
School, there is no holding facility that can accommodate a
high school. Rather than modemize the Woodward facility
for Tilden Middle School, the current Tilden Holding Facility,
located on Tilden Lane, will be modernized to house Tilden
Middle School. The Woodward facility will then become a
- secondary school holding facility for school modernizations
scheduled after Tilden Middle School. Tilden Middle School
will remain at the Woodward facility until the modernization
of the Tilden Lane facility is complete. FY 2013 expenditures
. are programmed for a feasibility study to determine the scope
and cost for the modernization of the Tilden Lane facility. In
order for this modernization to be completed on schedule,
county and state funding must be provided at the levels rec-
ommended in this CIP.

Ashburton Elementary School
Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2015-2016 school year.

Farmland Elementary School

Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for
* this school with a completion date of August2011. An FY 2010
appropriation was approved for construction funds to begin
the construction of the modernization. The school is currently
located at the North Lake Holding Facility.

Garrett Park Elementary School
Capital Project: A modernization project is scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2012. An FY 2011

Kensington-Parkwood Elementary School
Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Kens-
ington-Parkwood Elementary School will exceed capacity by
four classrooms or more by the end of the six-year period. An
FY 2012 appropriation is recommended for facility planning
to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom
addition. A date for the addidon will be considered in a future
CIP. Relocatable classrooms will be utlized until additional
capacity can be added.

Luxmanor Eilementary School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2018. FY 2013 expen-
ditures are programmed for facility planning funds to conduct
a feasibility study to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
of the modernization project. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels recommended in this CIP.

Wyngate Eiementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Wyngate
Elementary School will exceed capacity by four classrooms
or more by the end of the six-year period. An FY 2012 ap-
propriation is recommended for construction funds to begin
the construction of the classroom addition. The scheduled
completion date is August 2013. Relocatable classrooms will
be utilized until additional capacity can be added. In order for
this modernization to be completed on schedule, county and
state funding must be provided at the levels recommended in
this CIP. ~

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2014-2015 school year.

appropriation is approved to begin the construc-
tion of the modernization. The school is currently
located at the Grosvenor Holding Facility.

Walter Johnson Cluster
School Utilizations

Capital Project: An FY 2011 appropriation is

approved for construction funds fora gymnasium

that will be constructed as part of the moderniza-

tion project. The scheduled completion date for 120%
this gymnasium is January 2012. .

ST
s

e

T

I ElémentaryScltnnls 48] Middle Schools . High School |

Naote: Percent utilizati
Projected capacity factors in ¢apital projects,

as lotal of schaols divided by total capacity.
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*Approved—Project ha

2016 CIE

Programmed—=Project:has-expenditures programmed in a future year of the

CIP for planning and/or construcdon funds.

Proposed—Project has facility planning funds approved or recommended in

the FY 20112016 CIP for a feasibility sudy.

Recommended—?roject has an FY 2012 appropriation recommended in the

Amended FY 2011-2016 CIP.

s an FY 2011 appropriation approved in the FY 2011—

WALTER JOHNSON CLUSTER
CAPITAL PROJECTS
e * ~|Date of

School Project. Project Status* | Completion .
Tilden'MS - -|Modernization - |Programmed--:[Aug: 2017 | -
Farmland ES" ~~|Modernization _[Approved * -[Aug..2011"
Ashburton ES | Restroom Approved-|SY:2015-2016

renovations T I
Garrett Park ES (Modernization {Approved '[Jan. 2012
. . .|Gymnasum |Approved _.|lan. 2012
Luxmanor ES _ [Modernization |Programmed  |Jan, 2018
Kensington- Classroom {Proposed TBD
Parkwood ES  ‘|addition ,
Wyngate ES  |Classroom Recommended |Aug. 2013

- - |addition : - .
Restroom Approved 5Y-2014-2015
renovations
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Projected Enroliment and Space Availability
Effects of the Recommended Amendments to the FY2011-2016 CIP and Non-CIP Actions on Space Available

WalterJohnson HS

Program Capa ty
Enroliment

2159

2251

Available Space

2274
2266

2274
2278

North Bethesda MS

Program (=_apac1ty
Enrofiment
Available Space

802

Tilden MS

rd X
Program Capacity
Enroliment
Available Space

Ashburton ES

Enrollment
Available Space

Program Capacity

743

736

797
(163)

d er
Program Capacity 634 634

811

2242

748

910

782
(148)

Enroliment
Available Space

551

679

718

Farmland ES
Enrollment 577 602 618 643 646 650 661
Available Space

Garrett Park ES Program Caﬁactty

720

717

Kensington—Parkwood ES

Program Capacity
Enrollment
Available Space

667

714

701

691

Luxmanor ES

Program Capacity
Enrollment
Available Space

435

469

530

Wyngate ES

Enrollment
Avanlable Space

Program Capacity ‘

767

[Cluster Information HS Utilization T00% T0T% TOT9% | 100% | 100% ] 100% | 099% | 101% | 101% |
HS Enroliment 2159 2220 2251 2272 2266 2278 2242 2300 2300
MS Utilization 84% 85% 84% 84% 88% 96% 106% 109% 109%
MS Enrollment 1545 1553 1542 1536 1619 1751 1945 2000 2000
ES Utilization 118% 113% 118% 112% 113% 114% 112% 114% 114%
ES Enrollment 3643 3838 3998 4144 4193 4208 4145 4200 4200
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PREDISNY

North Bethesda MS
Tilden MS ;
Ashburton ES :
Farmland ES A
Garrett Park ES, ] 553
Kensington-Parkwood ES " 667
Luxmanor ES ' 435
Wyngate ES - 677
Eiementary Cluster Total )
any : S e
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS). N
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School students are served in regional ESOL-centers.

**\obility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2009-2010 school year compared to total enroliment.

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander and American Indlian/Alaskan Native categories total less than 1% and were therefore exdluded from the table.

10,1% 15.9% 20.6% 47:7%
6.4% .| 4.9% | 10.6%" 73.6%
12.4% "25.3% |
3.7% |- 108% | 84% .. .70:9%. .

Program Capacity and Room Use Table
(School Year 2010-2011)

3
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2 | 2|28 5 |B=dt%=|2]c]E
= < O =) U TR R =R - SN TN E— R
schools v Ul F |&o| 2 |glu]lajafT|{u|e|d]Z
Walter Johnson HS 9-12 {2153| 107 86 3
North Bethesda MS 6-8 8471 42 37 1
Tilden MS 6-8 984 | 52 43 1
Ashburton ES K-5 | 634 34 |4 17 6
Farmland ES K-5 | 617]32]5 23 4
Garrett Park ES K-5 |478| 25| 4 16 5
Kensington—Parkwood ES k=5 | 517] 27 | 3. 16 5 3
Luxmanor ES K-5 |422| 24 | 4 14 4 2
Wyngate ES k=5 421 22|13 12 6 1
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Walter Johnson HS 1956 1977 365,138 30.9 1405

North Bethesda MS 1955 1999 130,461 19.99

Tilden MS 1967 1991 135,150 29.8 1455

Ashburton ES 1957 1993 81,438 8.3

Farmiand ES 1963 70,006 ° 4.8 Yes 1417

Garrett Park ES 1948 54,035 4.4 Yes 1388 Yes
Kensington-Parkwood ES 1952 2006 77,136 9.9 1263 4
Luxmanor ES 1966 : 61,694 6.5 Yes 1578 1
Wyngate ES 1952 1997 58,654 9.5 10

*Schools with a diate before 1986 underwent a renovation, nat a full modemization of the facility. Sctiools that were regpened but not fully
modemized or completely rebuill, will be indluded in the assessments for future modemization based on the year the school was originally

opened. See Appendix K for additional information.
**private child care is provided at the school during the school day.
**4f Ti=Linkages to Learning. SBHG=School-based Health Center that includes Linkages to Leaming.
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Richard Montgomery HS Cluster

Actual and Projected Enrollment, FY10-11 CIP Proposal

A-29

. Actual 10-11] 11-12| 12-13| 13-14| 14-15] 15-16] 16-17] 2020] 2025 CIP Proposal
Richard Montgomery HS |Program Capacity 2232| 2232| 2232| 2232| 2232| 2232 2232| 2232] 2232
_ ; Enroliment 2065| 2107| 2070| 2031| 1977 1934| 2113[ 2200] 2200
Available Space 167| 125/ 162 201| 255| 298| 119 32 32
% Enroliment/Capacity 93%| 94%| 93%| 91%| 89%| 87%| 95%| 99%| 99% _ |
Julius West MS Program Capacity 995| 995| 995| 995| 995| 995 995| 995 995|Feasibility study to be conducted this
_ Enroliment 1039] 1037] 1051 1121| 1214] 1318| 1357| 1400| 1400]|school year, regarding classroom
Available Space (44)| (42)| (56)] (126)| (220)| (324)| (362)| (405)| (405)|addition. Restroom renovations 2011-12
% Enrollment/Capacity 104%) 104%| 106%|.113%| 122%| 132%!| 136%| 141%| 141% _ |
Beall ES Program Capacity 526| 526| 526| 526| 526| 526 526 N/A| N/A|FY2011 feasibility study has been
Enrollment 714 763| 802| 824 822| 835/ 815 NJ/A| NJA|approved. If project is warranted,
Available Space (188)| (237)| (276)| (298)| (296)| (309)| (289)| NJ/A| NJ/A|construction will be requested for 2013-
% Enroliment/Capacity 136%| 145%| 152%| 157%| 156%| 1569%]| 155%| N/A| N/A|2018. mmm:ﬂoa azoi__o: 2011-12
‘|College Gardens ES Program Capacity 670{ 670/ 670/ 670 670 670| 670 NA| NA Non-capital solution: Relocate Chinese
' . |Enroliment 791] 835 862| 838 838] 831 825 N/A| NJ/A|lmmersion Program to new elementary
Available Space (121)| (165)| (192)| (168)| (168)| (161)] (155)] N/A| NJ/A|school (Cluster ES #5)
% Enroliment/Capacity 118%| 125%| 129%| 125%| 125%| 124%| 123%| N/A| N/A | |
Richard Montgomery Program Capagity N/A|  N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| NA| N/A] NA| N/A[ES enroliment projections indicate
Cluster ES #5 Enroliment N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A|need for new ES in this cluster.
(Site of former Hungerford | Available Space N/A| N/A| NA| NA] NA| NA| NA| NA[ N/A|Feasibility study will occur this year.
Tm_.w ES) % Enrollment/Capacity N/A| N/A| N/A| N/A] NA| NA| NA| NA[ NA | _
Ritchie Park ES Program Capacity 387| 387| 387| 387| 387] 387! 387 NA| N/A Feasibility study approved in FY10is
Enroliment 516] 544| 565| 580| 582] 571] 579 NJ/A| N/A|complete. Any addition will be done if
Available Space (129)| (157)| (178)| (193)| (195)| (184)| (192)] N/A| NJA|warranted as part of Cluster-wide
% Enroliment/Capacity 133%] 141%] 146%] 150%| 150%| 148%] 150%| N/A| _N/A|solution. mm_naos aseﬂmﬁ_oa 2015-16.
Twinbrook ES Program Capacity S541| 541| 541| 541| 541| 541| 541] N/A| N/A|Facility planning study was approved in
Enrollment 560| 577| 590 609 618| 626! 633 N/A| N/A|FY11. Any addition will be done if
Available Space (19)] (368)] (49) 68) (77| (85)] (92)] N/A| N/A qumzﬁma as part of O_:mﬁm.?in_m
% Enrollment/Capacity 104%] 107%| 109%] 113% 114%| 116%| 117%| N/A[ _N/A|SCution. Restroom renovations 2014-15.
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

Attachment A

CLUSTER PLANNING iSSUE

Student enrollment at elementary schools in the Richard
Montgomery Cluster has increased dramatically over the past
three school years. In order to address the overutilization at
the elementary schools, facility planning funds were approved
in the FY 2011-2016 CIP to study possible additions at Ritchie
Park Elementary School during the 2009-2010 school year and
Beall and Twinbrook elementary schools during the 2010-2011
school year. The magnitude of enrollment growth in the
cluster now requires a new elementary school. Therefore, it is
recommended that a feasibility study be conducted during the
2010-2011 school for a new elementary school at the site of
the former Hungerford Park Elementary School, located at 332
W. Edmonston Avenue in the City of Rockville. By conducting
the feasibility study this school year, a recommendation for
planning and construction funds can be requested in fall 2011,
as part of the FY 2013-2018 CIP.

There are two other elementary school sites located in the
Richard Montgomery Cluster that were reviewed in developing
the recommendation to open a new school in the cluster—one
in the King Farm community, south of Redland Road, and the
other in the Fallsgrove community. These schools sites are
located in the northern edges of the cluster in contrast to the
Hungerford Park location thatis centrally located in the cluster.
A central location is important to addressing the overutiliza-
tion of all the schools in the cluster, and in developing future
school boundaries for the new school that will help minimize
transportation time and distance for students.

In addition to a new elementary school, the magnitude of
space deficits in the Richard Montgomery Cluster may require
one,or more classroom additicns at Beall, Ritchie Park, and/
or Twinbrook elementary schools. Although College Gardens
Elementary School also is overutilized, no addidon is feasible
at College Gardens Elementary Schools because it was built
out to the core capacity of 740 when it was modernized in
2008. With the completion of all of the capacity

location of the new school will continue to provide the Chinese
Immersion students a centralized location in the county, and
in a new facility.

In a few years the wave of increasing elementary student
enrollments will reach the middle school level. Julius West
Middle School enrollment is projected to exceed the school’s
capacity by over 300 students by the end of the six-year plan-
ning period. Therefore, it is recommended that a feasibility
study be conducted during this school year, to determine the
feasibility, scope and cost of an addition at the school. At the
high school level, enrollment will not exceed the projected
capacity throughout the six-year planning period.

SCHOOLS
Julius West Middle School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Julius
West Middle School will exceed capacity by over 300 students
by the end of the six-year planning period. A feasibility study
will be conducted during this school year to determine the
feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom addition. Relocat-
able classrooms will be utilized, when needed, untl additdonal
capacity can be provided.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2011-2012 school year.

Beall Elementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Beall
Elementary School will exceed capacity by more than four
classrooms throughout the six-year planning period. An FY 2011
appropriation was approved for facility planning funds to de-
termine the feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom addition.
As discussed above, in the Cluster Planning Issue section, if an
addidon is recommended as part of the comprehensive plan for

studies, a comprehensive plan to address the
overutilization in the Richard Montgomery cluster
elementary schools will be developed as part of

Richard Montgomery Ciuster

School Utilizations

the FY 2013-2018 CIP in fall 2011. 160%
To address the overutlization at College Gardens 140%
Elementary School, it is recommended that the 120%-]

Chinese Immersion Program, which is currently
located at this school, be relocated to the new
elementary school when it opens. By relocating
the program to the new school, approximately
150 students would be reassigned out of College
Gardens Elementary School, alleviating most of

the space deficit projected for College Gardens
Elementary School. In addition to relieving the
overutilization at College Gardens Elementary
School, the relocation of the program would
minimize disruption to the College Gardens

Note: Percent utillzatl
Projected capacity factars in capital projects.

e

N

S

%,
S

| Elementary Schools Middte Schoal

as total of schools divided by total capacity.

. High School I

Elementary School service area. Furthermore, the
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elementary capacity in the cluster, the date:for completion ofithis, .
addition.will be recommended i in the: FY 2018—2018 ClP.n fall

N on-capltal Solutlon In orderto address the pro]ected over-
utilization at College Gardens Elementary School, the Chinese...
Imrn sion program, currently located at the school is recom-

Elementary School #5 (at the site of the former Hungerford Park
Elementary School) when the school opens. The timing of the
gpening of this.new.school will be, recommended:in, fall 2011
ds part of the FY 201322018 CIP. Relocatable classrooms w1ll
be utilized und! this program is reassigned.

AN

Ritchie Park Elementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Ritchie
Park Elementary School will ‘exceed capacity by more than
four classrooms throughout the six-year planning period. An
FY-2010-appropriation was approved for facility planning:funds
to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom ad-
dition. This feasibility study has been completed. As discussed
above, in the Cluster Planning Issue section, if an addition is
recommended as part of the comprehensive plan for elementary
capacity in the cluster, the date for completion of this addition
will be recdmmended in the FY 2013-2018 CIP in fall 2011.
Relocatable classrooms will be utilized untl the cluster-wide
elementary school'capac1ty plan‘can be 1mplemented

Capxtal Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2015-2016 school year.

Twinbrook Elementary School

Capital Project: Projections indicate enrollment at Twinbrook
Elementary School will'exceed capacity by four classrooms or
more by the end of the six-year planning period. An FY 2011
appropriation was approved for facility planning funds to de-
termine the feasibility, scope, and cost for a classroom addition.
As discussed above, in the Cluster Planning Issue section, if an
addition is recommended as part of the comprehensive plan for
elementary capacity in the cluster, the date for completion of this
addition will be recommended in the FY 2013-2018 CIP in'fall
2011. Relocatable classtooms will be utilized until the cluster-
wide elementary school capacity plan can be implemented.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2014-2015 school year.

“diring ¢ tl'us sehool yearto.determiine the feasibility, scope, and

Richard:Montgomery Cluster Elementary

. School #5 (Hungerford Park site)...

Capital Project: Elementary school enrollment pro;ecuons

_‘md1caCe the'fneed for a new elementary school in the Richard

_Cluster A feasibility study will be- conducted-

cost of:the'new elementary¥schiool at the site of the former
Hungerford Park Elementary“Sthool, at 332 W. Edmonston.

. Avenue in the City of Rockville. "-The date for opening of the
‘new elementary:school:will be recommended in fall 2011 as.
' part 6 the: PY 2018—2018 CIP i - : '

"CAPITAI. PRG]ECTS

_ Date of
: School;,,,_ Project . ll?;rolec,t Status* |Completion.. |

Julius West MS ~ |Classroom  |Proposed ~ [TBD B
addition :
Restroom Approved SY 2011-2012
renovations :

‘Beall ES Classroom - [Proposed TBD

addition _ ‘ ‘
Restroom Approved SY 2013-2014
renovations T

Ritchie Park ES  |Classroom Proposed TBD -
addition - - ;
Restroom +{Approved §Y.2015-2016
renovations -

Twinbrook ES | Classroom {Proposed TBD
addition - '
Classroom Approved '[SY 2014-2015

. addition-.

Richard New school Proposed TBD

Montgomery

Cluster ES #5

*Approved—Project has an FY 2011 appropriaton approved in the FY 2011—
2016 CIP.

Programmed—Project has expenditures programmed in a future year of the
CIP for planning and/or construction funds.

Proposed—Project has facility planning funds approved or recommended in
the FY 2011~2016 CIP for a feasibility study.

Recommended—Project has:an FY*2012 appropriation recommended in the
Amended FY 2011-2016 CIP.
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Projected Enrollment and Space Availability
Effects of the Recommended Amendments to the FY2011-2016 CIP and Non~CIP Actions on Space Avallable

Program Capa;aty
Enrollment 2065
Availabie Space

Richard Montgomery HS

ulius West MS

Program Capacity
Enrollment
Available Space

. e ki
eall ES TSR [Program Capacity
Enroliment 714 763 802

Available Space

Progrém Capacity
Enrollment 791 835 862 838 838 831
Available Space ' )

College Gardens ES

Richard Montgomery P)rogram Cépacity
Cluster ES #5 Enroliment
Available Space

Ritchie Park ES Progravrn‘CépaCIty
Enroliment 516 544 565 580

Available Space

Twinbrook ES CSR Progrérﬁ Capaélty
Enroliment 560 577 590 609

Available Space

[CTuster Information HS Utilization 93% 1% 89% 87% 95% 99% A
: HS Enrollment 2065 2107 2070 2031 1977 1934 2113 2200 2200
MS Utilization 104% 104% 106% 113% 122% 132% 136% 141% 141%

MS Enrollment 1039 1037 1051 1121 1214 1318 1357 1400 1400

ES Utilization 122% 128% 133% 134% 135% 135% 134% 137% 137%

ES Enrollment 2581 2719 2819 2851 2860 2863 2852 2900 2900
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RICHARD MONTGOMERY CLUSTER

Attachment A

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

T ﬂ‘i T

3

‘Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL). High School students are served in regional FSOL centers.

***Nobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2009-2010 school year compared to total enroflment.

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander and American Indian/Alaskan Native categories total less than 19 and were therefore exduded from the table.

St el i pe i
ichard Montgomery HS 2065 15.5% ) ’
Julius West MS 1039 5.0% 17.9% 19.6% 25.1% 27.2% 6.7% 11.7%
Beall £S 714 - 6.6% 14.1% 26.5% 16.1% 25.2% 18.5% 12.4%
Coliege Gardens ES 792 6.9% 15.3% 25.4% 11.2% 11.1% | 13.0% 12.8%
Ritchie Park ES 516 4.3% 10.5% 20.9%. 17.4% 12.5% 13.2% 12.9%
Twinbrook ES 560 3.4% 12.1% 17.5% 53.6% 11.8% 65.8% 51.9% 14.4%
Elementary Cluster Jotal 2582 5.5% 13.3% 23.1% 23.0% 34.4% 27.3% 23.2% 13.1%
e = ‘ — ,

Program Capacity and Room Use Table
(School Year 2010-2011)
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Schools [~ v v e 2|Vl || T 10X W
Richard Montgomery HS 9-12 (2232|102 96 111
Julius West MS 68 995 | 52 40 511
Beall ES HS-5 | 526 34 | 4 7112[1 6 2 1
College Gardens ES HS-5 | 670 36 | 5 22 1 6 2
Ritchie Park ES. K-5 '| 387 21 |4 13 4
Twinbrook ES pre-K-5| 541 34 | 8 10/10 i 5 h 2

Richard Mantgomery HS 1942 2007 311,500 29.05 1287

Julius West MS 1961 1995 147,223 21.3

Beall ES 1954 1991 79,477 8.4 Yes 8
College Gardens ES 1967 2008 96,986 7.9 Yes 1282 2
Ritchie Park ES 1966 1997 58,500 9.2 5
Twinbrook ES 1952 1986 79,818 10.5 Yes 4

*Schools with a date before 1986 underwent a renovation, not a full modernization of the facility. Schools that were reopened but not fully
modermized or completely rebuilt, will be included in the assessments for future modemization based on the year the school was originally
opened. See Appendix K for additiona/ information.

**Private child care is provided at the school during the school day.

| Tl=Linkages to Learning. SBHC=School-based Health Center that includes Linkages to Learning.
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Attachment A

Rockville HS Cluster

Actual and Projected Enroliment, FY10-11 CIP Proposal

Actuai 10-11| 11-12| 12-13| 13-14| 14-15| 15-16] 16-17] 2020] 2025 CIP Proposal
Rockville HS Program Capacity 1530| 1516| 1516| 1516| 1516] 1516| 1516| 1516] 1516
Enrollment 1257| 1279| 1295| 1342| 1378| 1406| 1500/ 1500| 1500 .
Available Space 273{ 238| 222| 174| 138 110 16 16 16
% Enrollment/Capacity 82%| 84%| 85%; 89%| 91%| 93%| 99%| 99%| 99%
Earle B. Wood MS Program Capacity 968| 952| 952| 952| 952| 952| 952 952 952
(Not in Rockville, but Enrollment 845/ 893| 919| 962| 982 990| 1025/ 1050| 1050
serves as cluster MS)  |Available Space 123 59 33] (10)| (30)| (38)] (73)| (98)] (98)
_ % Enrollment/Capacity 87%| 94%| 97%]| 101%| 103%| 104%| 108%| 110%]| 110% | _
Lucy V. Barnsley ES Program Capacity 524| 524 524| 524| 524) 524| 524| N/A| N/A|Restroom renovatinos scheduled
. Enroliment 665| 639| 645| 630| 634 632| 632] N/A| N/Alfor 2015-2016.
Available Space (141)] (115)] (121D)| (108)| (110)] (108)| (108)] N/A] N/A
% Enroliment/Capacity 127%] 122%) 123%| 120%| 121%| 121%| 121%| N/A| NJ/A

, | |
Maryvale ES Program Capacity 570| 570| 570 570{ 570| 570] 570 N/A| N/A|Facility planning funds for
, Enroliment 566| 582| 605 614| 625 641| 644| N/A| N/A|FY2013. Modernization
Available Space 41 (12)] (35)| (44)| (55)| (71)| (74)| NI/A| NJA|scheduled to be completed 2018.
% Enrollment/Capacity 99%| 102%| 106%| 108%| 110%| 112%| 113%| N/A| N/A | _ _
Meadow Hall ES Program Capacity 344| 344| 344| 344| 344| 344] 344] N/A| N/A|Restroom renovations scheduled
Enrollment 390| 409 415| 427| 431 440] 436 N/A| N/Alfor completion 2014-2015.
Available Space (46)| (65)] (71)| (83) (87)| (96)] (92)] N/A| N/A
% Enrollment/Capacity 113%| 119%| 121%| 124%| 125%| 128%| 127%| N/A| N/A

“

Shaded rows do not serve Rockville children as neighborhoo

d schools
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Attachment A

ROCKVILLE CLUSTER

SCHOOLS
Lucy V. Barnsley Elementary School

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2015-2016 school year.

Maryvale Eiementary School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with a completion date of January 2018. FY 2013 expen-
ditures are programmed for facility planning funds to conduct
a feasibility study to determine the feasibility, scope, and cost
of the modernization project. In order for this modernization
to be completed on schedule, county and state funding must
be provided at the levels recommended in this CIP.

Planning Study: On November 27, 2007, the Board of
Education adopted a resolution concerning stand-alone spe-

cial education centers. The resolution stated that when the

superintendent was ready to address facility improvements
for stand-alone special education centers, a multi-stakeholder
work group of community members and appropriate staff be
convened to review and make recommendations for the Board
of Education to consider. The Maryland State Department of

"Educadon (MSDE) has stated thatstate funding would be very
difficult to acquire for stand-alone special education centers
because students in these centers are not provided opportuni-
ties to receive instruction in the general education setting to
the maximum extent appropriate.

The Carl Sandburg Learning Center was previously scheduled
for a modernization in the Amended FY 2007-2012 CIP, because
the program is in need of an up-to-date facility to support the
level of services that the students at this center receive. In order
to continue providing the high level of services in a modern,
up-to-date facility for the Carl Sandburg Learning Center, the
superintendent has directed MCPS staff to convene a roundtable
advisory committee with a muld-stakeholder representaton
to review the possibility of collocating the Carl

in the general education program; and conductng site visits to,
and engaging in discussions with parents and staff at Spark M.
Matsunaga Elementary School and Longview Center, which are
located on one site within one facility. The work group may
identfy other activities or issues that it determines are neces-
sary before sending a report to the superintendent.

The committee will submit a report to the superintendent in
the June 2011. Following the input from the committee, the
superintendent will consider the input from the committee
before making a recommendation for the Carl Sandburg Learn-
ing Center as part of the FY' 2013-2018 Capital Improvements
Program in October 2011. The outcomes of the committee
will not impact the modernizadon schedule for Maryvale
Elementary School. The current CIP includes FY 2013 facility
planning funds to conduct the feasibility study for the Maryvale
Elementary School modernization. Ifitis determined that there
is support for collocating the Carl Sandburg Learning Center
at the Maryvale Elementary School site, the building would be
designed to support the unique facility requirements to sup-
port the Car] Sandburg Learning Center program and would be
completed on the same schedule as the Maryvale Elementary
School modernization by January 2018.

Meadow Hall Elementary School
Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this

school for completion in the 2014-2015 school year.

Sandburg Learning Center on the Maryvale
Elementary School campus. Maryvale Elemen-
tary School was identified because there is an

Rockville Cluster
School Utilizations

upcoming modernization, the school is centrally 160%

located in the Rockville Cluster, and there is a

large site to accommodate the school and the

Carl Sandburg Learning Center program.

The roundtable advisory committee will include
both the parents and staff from Carl Sandburg
Learning Center and Maryvale Elementary
School. Staff from the Office of School Perfor-
mance, the Department of Special Education,
and the Division of Long-range Planning will
participate in the work group. The activities
will include, but not be limited to the following:
discussing the facility implications; identifying
staffing implications; identifying opportunities for
special education students to receive instruction

[ Elementary Schools

. High School l

Middle School

Note: Percent utllization calculated as total enrollment al schools divided by total capacity,
Projected capaclty factors in capital projects.
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ROCKVILLE-CLUSTER

Attachment A

CAPETAI. PRO]ECTS

. Proiectm aeperac s

Project Status* -

‘| Date of -
Completion. .

015-2016-

Programmed

‘ Mod’ermz_anon

1jan.2018

Restroom’” | Approved

l SY 2014—2015

%Programmed— 2roject has, expendltures programmed
: CIP for planning and/or construction funds.

iz;u'on approved in the FY 2011—

ina future year of the

4 Proposed——Pm}ect has Eacﬂlty planning funds approved or recommended in

* the EY. 20112016 CIP for a feasibility study.

Recommended—Prolect has an FY 2012 appropnauon recommended in Lhe

*’Amended FY-2011-2016- CIP

4-98 » Recommended Actions and Planning
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ROCKVILLE CLUSTER

Projected Enroliment and Space Availability

Effects of the Recommended Amendments to the FY2011-2016 CIP and Non-CIP Actions on Space Available

Program Capacity
Enroliment
Available Space

1439 1500 1500

tarie B. Wood M5

Program Capacity | 968 | 952 | 952 952 953 952 952 952 952
Enrollment 845 893 919 962 982 990 1025 | 1050 1050
Available Space 723 59 33 a0 30) 38) o3 (98) (98)

ments

Lucy V. Barnsley ES

Program Capacity
Enroliment 665 639 645 630 634 632 632

Available Space

Flower Valley ES

Program Capacity
Enroliment 478 480 498 518 515 528 521
Available Space

Maryvale ES

CSR

Program Capacity‘
Enroliment 566, 582 605 614 625 641 644
Available Space

Meadow Hall ES

CSR

Prog}a;'n Capacity
Enroliment
Available Space

Rock Creek Valley ES

CSR

Program Capacity
Enroliment 376 364 356
Available Space

Cluster Information HS Utiization | 82% | 84% % 3 5 | 93% | 95% | 99% | 099%
HS Enrollment 1257 1279 1295 1342 1378 1406 1439 1500 1500
MS Utilization 87% 94% 97% 101% 103% 104% 108% 110% 110%
MS Enroliment 845 893 919 962 982 990 1025 1050 1050
ES Utilization 109% 110% 112% 113% 114% 115% 115% 115% 115%
ES Enroliment 2475 2474 2519 2551 2569 2605 2604 2600 2600

Recormmended Actions and Planning Issues « 4-99
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ROCKVILLE CLUSTER:

e
38:5% ~30.30 . <0.6% . 7.0%
54.4% 17.1% | " 46:3%"- 8.6%
27:0% 39.9% 23:7%; 4 8.7%
26!8% 47.3% [ +-2359% 1 23.2%
41°:0% | 27.8% | 22.8% 7.9%
37:5% 1 32.4% | 1676% 10.3%

Earle B. Wood MS
Lucy V. Barnsley. ES
Flower Valley ES
Maryvale £S5 °
Meadow Hall ES

Rock Creek Valley ES ...
Elementary Cluster Tot

Ele Aretalii 68051k i 4
*Percent of students approved for Free and Reduced-priced Meals Program (FARMS). )
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other Languages (ESOL).. High School students. are served.in regional ESOL centers..

***\fobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2009-2010 school year compared to total enrollment.

Native Hawailian/Pacific Islander and American Indian/Alaskan Native categories total less than 1% and were therefore excluded from the table.

Program Capacity and Room Use Table
(School Year 2010-2011)
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schoals ¥ U | = & e |e|ols|alz|uix|d|2
Rockville HS 9-12 |1530} 78 60 2
Earle B. Wood MS 6-8 968 | 50 43 1
Lucy V. Barnsley ES K-5 [524] 28 |3 19 3
Flower Valley ES "K=5 | 429] 25 {3 14 3
Maryvale ES HS-5 | 570{ 36 | 6 12| 8 112]4 3
Meadow Hall ES K-5 3441 25 | 4 6|6 4 2 3
Rock Creek Valley ES K-5 |403] 29 | 4 9|6 3 7
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i
Rockville HS 1968 2004 30.3 1283
Earle B. Wood MS 1965 2001 152,588 8.5 Yes
Lucy V. Barnsley ES 1965 1998 72,024 10 5
Flower Valley ES 1967 1996 61,567 9.3 1
Maryvale ES 1969 92,050 17.7 1578 Yes 1
Meadow Hall ES 1956 1994 61,964 8.4 Yes 2
Rock Creek Valley ES 1964 2001 76,692 10.4 2

*Schools with a date before 1986 underwent a renovation, not a full modernization of the fadility. Schools that were reopened but not fully
modemized or completely rebuilt, will be included in the assessments for future modernization based o the year the school was originally

opened, See Appendix K for additional information.
**Private child care is provided at the school during the school day.
**) Tl=Linkages to Learning. SBHC=School-based Health Center that includes Linkages to Leaming.
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Thomas S. Wootton Cluster
Actual and Projected Enroliment, FY11-12 CIP Proposal

Actual 10-11] 11-12| 12-13] 13-14] 14-15] 15-16] 16-17] 2020] 2025 CIP
Thomas 8. Wootton HS |Program Capacity 2082| 2095| 2109 2109| 2109| 2109| 2109| 2109| 2109|FY2014 funds are programmed for
Enrollment | 2411| 2385| 2385| 2338| 2266| 2269| 2241| 2250| 2250|facility planning, with modemnization
Available Space (329)] (290)) (278)| (229)| (157)| (160)| (132)] (141)] (141)jscheduled for completion in 2018.
% Enroliment/Capacity 116%| 114%| 113%| 111%] 107%| 108%]| 106%| 107%]| 107% _ _

mamgmomama facility, to be completed
1in 2011.

, _ f I
Robert Frost MS , Program Capacity 1058
w . Enroliment ‘ 1122] 1098 1000
Available Space (64)] (40) 58
% Enroliment/Capacity 106%| 104% 95% ~
I

.,{ .., H..m‘«;,ﬁ(%y“«wﬂ

A-45

) I

Fallsmead ES Program Capacity 574| b674| 574| 574 574| 574| 574] N/A| N/A

Enrollment 551] b539| 524| 539| 536| 542| 546| N/A| N/A

Available Space 23 35 50 35 38 32 28] N/A| N/A

% Enroliment/Capacity 96%| 94%| 91%| 94%| 93%| 94%| 95%| N/A| N/A _
Lakewood ES Program Capacity 569 569| 569| 569| 569 569| 569 N/A| N/A

_ Enrollment 614] 594| 566| 539| 542| 541] 546| N/A| N/A )
Available Space (45)] (29) 3] 30| 27| 28] 23] N/A| NA
% Enrollment/Capacity 108%| 104%| 99%| 95%| 95%| 95%| 96%| N/A| N/A _ _

N T e O

mﬂmm@ooB renovations 2011-12.

i I I

506 _,. e A K} Restroom renovations 2015-16.

Shaded rows do not serve Rockville o::m_.m: as neighborhood schools

N




Attachment A

A-46




Attachment A

st
»
i
i
Y i
o i /
Vi iy
N
3 T~
AN .
<
River g

4-126 *R

ecommended Actions and Planning Issues
A-47
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THOMAS 5. WOOTTON CLUSTER

SCHOOLS

Thomas S. Wootton High School

Capital Project: A modernization projectis scheduled for this
school with completion by August2018. FY 2014 expenditures
are programmed for facility planning funds to determine the
scope and cost of the modernization, the feasibility study will
occur one year prior to the design in order for the latest code
information, program requirements, and enrollment projections
to be incorporated in the design. In order for this project to
be completed on schedule, county and state funding must be
provided at levels recommended in this CIP.

Cabin John Middle School
Capital Project: Construction is underway for a replacement
facility thatis scheduled for completion in August 2011.

Cold Spring Elementary School

Capital Project: An FY 2012 appropriation is recommended
for construction of a gymnasium. The scheduled completion
date is August 2012. In order for this project to be completed
on schedule, county funding mustbe provided atlevels recom-
mended in this CIP.

Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2013-2014 school year.

Stone Mill Elementary School
Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2011~2012 school year.

Travilah Elementary School
Capital Project: Restroom renovations are approved for this
school for completion in the 2015-2016 school year.

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Date of
School Project Project Status* | Completion
Wootton HS  |Modernization |Programmed  |Aug. 2018
Cabin John MS [Modernization |Approved Aug. 2011
Cold Spring ES | Gymnasium Programmed  |Aug. 2012
Restroom Approved SY 2013-2014
renovations
Stone Mill ES  [Restroom Approved SY 2011-2012
renovations
Travilah ES Restroom Approved SY 2015-2016
renovations

‘Approvedw'Project has an FY 2011 appropriation approved in the FY 2011-
2016 CIP.

Programmed—Project has expenditures programmed in a future year of the
CIP for planning and/or construction funds.

Proposed—nProject has facility planning funds approved or recommended in
the FY 2011-2016 CIP for a feasibility study.

Recommended—Project has an FY 2012 appropriation recommended in the
Amended FY 2011-2016 CIP.

Thomas S. Wootton Cluster
School Utilizations

| Elementary Schools Middle Schools . High School |

of schaols divided by lotal capacily.

lculated as Lotal

Note: Percent utilizati
Projected capacily factors in capital projects.

A-48
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%
ols:

RIS AV IR T S 2
as' S. Wogtton HS |Pragram Capacit _ 2109 72109 .| 2109
- - {Enrollment 2411 | 2385 | 2385 | 2338 | 2266 | 2269 | 2241
. RO R S ES L ’Availab|ev5p‘aee L ~:;,.'(329)" : K (1860)- A" (132
- TEel I R ;@ =
| : sy R B Erhizaton b
ICabin John MS K -[Program Capacity 831 < 1057 |7 1051 | 1051 1051 10511 1051
JEnroliment~ - p i 1922 920

|Available Space . . 129
~lEs; 'z!? e

5«‘% 5 el bl s Eiall) ..Q{; RIS ‘;:“Z % 5§§(§ e mf.ssim..ss'
Robert Frost MS Program Capacity 1058 1058 1058 1058 1058 1058

98 [“1100" | 1075 ¢

Enrollment | 742277 “jo98
: : 42)
HE

Available-Space -

[Cold Spring £5 Program Capacity
Enrollment

Available S

Pr gramC paciy' '
Enrollment =~ |
Available Space

T

DuFief ES

i

Fallsmead ES Program Capacity.
|Enroliment; -
Available'Spaé

TR

' |Program: Capacity
.|Enrollment’
Available Space

L.akewood ES

. ol 115
Stone MillES . | « |Program.Capacity
) Enrollment
Available Space

brogrém Capacfty
Enroliment
Available Space

Travilah ES

FCluster Information TAS Utllization T16% 7% T13% % ) 3 A 07% )
HS Enroliment 2411 2385 2385 2338 2266 2269 2241 2250 2250
MS Utilization 108% 26% 94% 97% 95% 92% 91% 92% 92%
MS Enrollment 2046 2021 1992 2037 1997 1931 1913 1950 1950
ES Utilization 92% 92% 91% 9% 91% 93% 93% 95% 95%
ES Enrollment 2981 2960 2929 2913 2943 2984 3001 3050 3050
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- THOMAS 5. WOOTTON CLUSTER

Demographic Characteristics of Schools

o
re

Cabin John MS 924 3.2%

Robert Frost MS 1122 3.6%

Cold Spring ES 388 7.7%

DuFief ES 390 5.6% 29.2% 6.2% 53.1% 7.9% 10.2% 3.7%
Fallsmead ES 551 4.7% 32.8% 8.5% 46.5% 6.5% 11.0% C11.4%
Lakewood ES 614 3.7% 40.1% 6.5% 45.9% 3.8% 7.8% 8.1%
Stone Mill ES 608 4.3% 46.9% 4.6% 35.5% 5.4% 10.1% 7.8%
Travilah ES 430 7.9% 37.4% 5.8% 44.4% 8.2% 11.6% 6.8%
Elementary Cluster Total 37.3%

*Percent of students approved for free and Reduced-priced Meals Prograrm (FARMS).
**Percent of English for Speakers of Other languages (ESOL). High School students are served in regional ESOL centers.

***Mobility Rate is the number of entries plus withdrawals during the 2009-2010 school year compared to total enroliment.
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander and American Indian/Alaskan Native categories total less than 1% and were therefore excluded from the table.

Program Capacity and Room Use Table
(School Year 2010-2011)
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Thomas S. Wootton HS 9-12 {2082} 98 88 2
Cabin John MS 6-8 831 | 45 35 1 2
Robert Frost MS 6-8 11058 51 48 1 2
Cold Spring ES K=-5 |458 | 24 | 4 18 2
DuFief ES K-5 | 4417 26 | 4 15 2 41
Fallsmead ES K-5 [574] 303 20 4 2 ]
Lakewood ES K5 569 { 30 | 4 21 3 2
Stone Mill ES K-5 666 | 36 | 6 22 4 4
Travilah ES K~5 526 | 26 | 3 20 3

Recommended Actions and Planning Issues * 4-129

A-50




Attachment A

THOMAS S. WOOTTON CLUSTER

Facility
;‘Ng 7 S ‘% ,é T
'ﬂ' o ! L
Sinhaschoolsetelei O pEned
Thomas S. Wootton HS 1970
Cabin John MS 1967 1989 120,788 18.2 1422
Robert Frost MS 1971 143,757 24.8 TBD
Cold Spring ES ’ 1972 ' 46,296 124 TBD Yes 2
DuFief ES 1975 59,013 10 Yes TBD Yes 2
Fallsmead ES 1974 67,472 | 9 Yes TBD
Lakewood ES 1968 2003 77,526 131 1405 Yes
Stone Mill ES ' 1988 78,617 11.8 Yes
Travilah ES 1960 1992 65,378 9.3

*Schools with a date before 1986 underwent a renovation, not a full modernization of the facility. Schools that were regpened but not fully
modernized or completely rebuill, will be included in the assessments for future modernization based on the year the school was originally
opened, See Appendix K for additional information.

**Private child care is provided at the school during the school day.

*** TL=Linkages to Learning. SBHC=School-based Health Center that includes Linkages to Learning.
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" HOME ABOUTUS SCHOOLS COMMUNITY BOARD OF EDUCATION FOR PARENTS

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS > Prin
PUBLIC
ANNOUNCEMENTS
...EROWSE New Elementary School in Rockville to be Studied
» Current School Year October 27, 2010
= All School Years
> Archives The construction of a new elementary school in Rockville will be stud
igg::ig;g Superintendent of Schools Jerry D. Weast's Capital Improvements Proc
recommendation for Fiscal Year 2012, which will be released on Thursc
2007-2008 58,
2006-2007 : The study, if approved, will determine the scope and cost of building
2005-2006 elementary school on West Edmonston Drive, at the site of the former
2004-2005 Park Elementary School. The new school would provide relief to the fol
2003-2004 schools in the Richard Montgomery cluster—Beall, College Gardens, Rit
2002-2003 . Twinbrook—all of which are above capacity.
2001-2002 In addition to a new elementary school, the magnitude of space defic
2000-2001 Richard Montgomery Cluster may require one or more classroom additi
1999-2000 Ritchie Park, and/or Twinbrook elementary schools. With the completis
1998-1999 the capacity studies, a comprehensive plan to address the capacity nes
Richard Montgomery ciuster elementary schools will be developed as p
SEARCH - 2013-2018 CIP, to be released in fall 2011,

The CIP also recommends studying the cost and scope of an addition
cluster’s only middle school, Julius West, which is expected to be 300 ¢
capacity by 2016. '

“Rockville is seen by many as a great place for families to live and se
to school,” Dr. Weast said. “However, this creates a need for more clas
now and in the future. We must work to address these needs as soon ¢

To relieve crowding at College Gardens, Dr. Weast is recommending
district-wide Chinese Immersion Program be relocated from College Gz
new elementary school once it is built. The program’s 150 students wo
College Gardens until the new school is completed and the move woulc
any significant changes to the program.

“"We are seeing quite a bit of growth in our enrollment across the col
Patricia O'Neill, president of the Board of Education. “The Board will ca
the Superintendent’s capital budget recommendation which provides u:
plan to address the school capacity needs of the Richard Montgomery ¢
as the rest of the county.”

Every two years, the county approves a six-year Capital Improveme
which includes school facilities and infrastructure projects. In alternate
as FY 2012, only CIP amendments are considered.

Dr. Weast's full CIP amendment recommendations will be released p
Thursday, Oct. 28, and will be discussed by the Board of Education at :
on Nov. 4. Public hearings on the CIP will be held on Wednesday, Nov.
Thursday, Nov. 11, and the Board of Education is expected to vote on |
recommendations on Nov. 18. The Board’s recommendations will then
to County Executive Isiah Leggett for consideration as part of the Cour
Budget which will be released in January 2011,

iuls Subscribe to RSS feed
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